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Remarks 

This Amendment is in response to the non-final Office Action mailed July 
5, 2007. For at least the reasons stated below, Applicants submit that all pending claims 
are allowable in view of the prior art of record. 

Claim 13 has been amended to correct a typographical error, and thereby 
does not add any new matter. Moreover, the amendment overcomes the objection to 
claim 13. 

Claims 1, 6 and 8-18 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Experimental Markets for Product Concepts, Center for eBusiness 
@MIT (hereinafter referred to as "Chan") in view of U.S. Patent No. 6,269,361 
("Davis") 1 . 

Claims 1,13 and 16-17 recite, inter alia, "determining a value of the term- 
based concept." Applicants agree that Chan fails to teach or suggest this limitation, but 
respectfully disagree that Davis teaches or suggests this limitation. 

On page 5, second paragraph, of the present Office Action, the Examiner 
indicates that the Davis "rank values" teaches the claimed "value of the term-based 
concept," where the term-based concept is taught by the search term of Davis. 
Applicants respectfully disagree. Rather, Davis explicitly teaches the "rank value" 
relates to search listings that have the search term therein , (e.g., see Abstract). The 
search listings of Davis are the search result listings that are provided to the user upon 
completion of the search operation. In fact, these search listings of Davis go directly to 



1 On page 3 of the Office Action, these claims are indicated as being obvious in view of the combination of 
Chan, Davis and McAlpine, although no support is given regarding McAlpine. Accordingly, Applicants 
interpret the inclusion of McAlpine as a typographical error. 
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the teachings of Davis, which is a system for influencing the position of result listing in a 

search result page. 

The claimed term-based concept includes "a set of terms . . . wherein each 
of the terms ... relate to atheme." Claims 1, 13 and 16-17 recite determining "a value of 
the term-based concept," where this value is not taught by Davis. Rather, the "rank 
value" of Davis " determines the position where the promoter's web site description will 
appear on the search results list page that is generated when the search term is entered 
into the query box on the search engine by the search." (emphasis added) (Col. 6, lines 2- 
5). In other words, the rank value of Davis is a value applied to a search result listing that 
appears in a search result page, which is wholly inconsistent with the claimed "value of 
the term-based concept" as claimed herein, wherein the "value of the term-based 
concept" relates to the search term, not the search results. 

In the Response to Arguments section of the present Office Action, the 
Examiner replies to Applicants' previously offered positions regarding hindsight 
reconstruction and the Examiner's interpretation of the claimed limitations. Applicants 
respectfully traverse and while not conceding the Examiner's position, submit that in 
view of the shortcomings of Davis as noted above, all pending claims are patentable and 
hence such additional response to the Examiner's position is presently unwarranted. 

Claims 1,13 and 16-17 are independent claims and are allowable for at 
least the reasons stated above. Additionally claims 6, 8-12, 14-15 and 18 depend from 
claims 1,13 and 17, respectively, and are allowable for at least the same reasons stated 
above. 
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For at least all of the above reasons, Applicants respectfully request that 

the Examiner withdraw all rejections and objections, and allowance of all the pending 

claims is respectfully solicited. To expedite prosecution of this application to allowance, 

the examiner is invited to call the applicants' undersigned representative to discuss any 

issues relating to this application. 



Dated: November 5, 2007 



THIS CORRESPONDENCE IS BEING 
SUBMITTED ELECTRONICALLY THROUGH 
THE PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 
EFS FILING SYSTEM ON November 5, 2007. 



Respectfullyi submitted, 



Tinro 



idothy J.mchen, Reg. No. 48,126 
DREIER LLP 
499 Park Ave. 

New York, New York 10022 
Tel : (212) 328-6000 
Fax: (212) 600-9499 



Customer No. 61834 
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